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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: response restriction requirement file on 
1 1/18/2004 to application filed on 02/16/2001. 

2. Applicant selects group I for examination without traverse. 

3. Claims 1-23 are pending in this case. Claims 1-18, 22-23 are selected for examination. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Regarding dependent claim 5, which is dependent on claim 4, in first limitation of claim 

5. recites "a first processing processing node", has typographical error. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

6. Claims 1-4, 11-13, 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
D'Arlach et al., US 6,026,433, patented 02/15/2000. 

Regarding independent claim 11, D' Arlach teaches the steps of: 
- providing a database to store data describing at least one of the plurality of web page 
elements comprising the web page (D'Arlach, col.5, lines 1-13; col.6 5 lines 1-20; 
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providing a database for storing templates, template elements, such as button, graphic 
and/or text elements, and data describing web page element, such as text label, 
graphics and/or link); 

- producing a template representing the web page, the template comprising a plurality 
of template elements, each template element corresponding to one of the plurality of 
web page elements, each template element being selectable (D'Arlach, col. 8, line 36 
- col.9, line 43 and corresponding figures; a "Corporate- Junction" style of template 
used to create or edit a web site, the template comprises template elements, such as 
buttons, graphics, and text elements in the left-hand frame, wherein the user is able to 
select a template element, such as "Phone Services" button in the left-hand frame to 
customize its web page elements, such as its text label, graphics, and/or link label 
elements); and 

- redefining a web page element corresponding to a template element, in response to 
the template element being selected (D'Arlach, col.8, line 36 - col.9, line 43 and 
corresponding figures; the user is able to select a template element, such as "Phone 
Services" button in the left-hand frame to edit its web page elements, such as its text 
label, graphics, and/or link label elements). 

Regarding claim 12, which is, dependent on claim 1 1, D'Arlach teaches redefining a web 
page element comprises altering data describing the web page element stored in the database 
(D'Arlach, col. 6, lines 1-20; updating the database and generating an updated page based on 
changing of text label, graphics or/and link label elements that submitted from the user). 
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Regarding claim 13, which is dependent on claim 11, D'Arlach teaches producing a 
semantic representation of the web page based in part upon the data stored in the database 
(D'Arlach, col.6, lines 54-60; customized web page is generated in graphics intensive and text- 
only versions). 

Regarding independent claim 22, D'Arlach teaches the steps of: 

- displaying a template web page, the template web page comprising a plurality of 
selectable template web page elements, each template web page element 
corresponding to one of the plurality of web page elements comprising the web page 
(D'Arlach, col.8, line 36 - col.9, line 43 and corresponding figures; displaying a 
template web page on the left-hand frame. The template comprises template web page 
elements, such as buttons, graphics, and text elements in the left-hand frame, wherein 
the user is able to select a template web page element, such as "Phone Services" 
button in the left-hand frame to customize/edit its web page element, such as its text 
label, graphics, and/or link label elements); 

- selecting one of plurality of template web page elements, causing a prompt to appear 
that permits redefinition of the web page element corresponding to the selected 
template web page element (D'Arlach, col.8, line 36 - col.9, line 43; selecting the 
"Phone Services" button in the left-hand frame causing a display information in a 
right-hand frame that permits the user edits/customizes the text label, graphics, and/or 
link label); 
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- redefining the web page element corresponding to the selected template web page 
element (D'Arlach, col.8, line 36 - col.9, line 43 and corresponding figures; the user 
is able to select a template element, such as "Phone Services" button in the left-hand 
frame to edit its web page elements, such as its text label, graphics, and/or link label 
elements). 

Regarding to independent claim 1, D'Arlach teaches a computer complex accessible to 
the at least one user via network (D'Arlach, page 7, lines 17-25), the computer complex having 
at least one processing node and at least one storage medium, wherein the at least one processing 
node is programmed to cooperate with the at least one storage medium (D'Arlach, fig.2) to 
provide the method of claim 11, and is rejected under the same rationale. 

Claims 2-4 are for computer systems perform the method of claims 12, 13, 13 
respectively, and are rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 5-6, 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
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D'Arlach et ah, US 6,026,433, patented 02/15/2000, in view of Bernardo et al., US 6,684,369 
Bl, filed 1998, and Miller et al., "Using the web for peer review and publication of scientific 
journals", published 09/1998, pages 1-10. 

Regarding claim 5, which is dependent on claim 4, D'Arlach teaches the at least one 
processing node comprises: 

- a processing node programmed to cooperated with at least one storage medium to 
provide the database and the first software module (D'Arlach, col.4, lines 1 1-28; 
col.6, lines 44-60; first type of HTML file in graphics intensive is generated); and 

- a processing node programmed to cooperated with at least one of the at least one 
storage media to produce a semantic representation of a web page based in part upon 
the data stored in the database (D'Arlach, col.4, lines 1 1-28; col.6, lines 44-60; 
second type of HTML file in text only is generated). 

D'Arlach does not explicitly disclose such processing nodes are first and second 
processing nodes. 

Bernardo teaches a system for creating web sites at a server comprising different nodes 
for performing different functions (Bernardo, col.6, lines 62-67; col. 18, lines 24-29; figures 25). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Bernardo's teaching into D'Arlach's system to provide 
many processing nodes, since the combination would have provided a system with different 
processing nodes for performing functions that facilitate the user to create web sites. It is also 
noted that a server with many computers for storing and processing data was well known in the 
art at the time the invention was made to response clients requesting on the Internet. 
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Regarding claim 14, which is dependent on claim 11, D'Arlach does not explicitly teach 
transmitting an email if the data describing the web page element stored in the database has not 
been changed for a specific period of time. 

Bernardo teaches transmitting an email to approver after a web page is created/edited 
(Bernardo, col. 8, lines 15-27; col. 9, lines 23-30; col. 11, lines 2-7; coL23, lines 14-35); notifying 
a web site creator if a required one of the template data fields is not filled (Bernardo, col.27, lines 
11-13). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Bernardo's notifying module into D'Arlach's creating 
web site system to provide a collaborating system for creating web site that includes notifying 
module for emailing approvers when the web page created/edited, the combination would have 
facilitated the creation of web pages by "permitting collaboration and distributed authoring" as 
Bernardo disclosed in col. 4, lines 13-17. 

However, Bernardo does not explicitly disclose notifying web site creators if they do not 
create/edit the web pages that assigned to them in specific period of time. 

Miller teaches publishing system includes automatic reminder module used to 
automatically notifying users who do not doing their job in specific period of time (Miller, pages 
5-6, "Manuscript tracking: the nagging system"). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Miller's automatic remainder module into Bernardo's and 
D'Arlach's system to automatically notifying web site creators if they do not create/edit the web 
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pages that assigned to them in specific period of time, since the combination would have 
facilitated the Bernardo's collaborating system to track activities of web site creators and 
automatically notifying them when their tasks are close to the due date as Miller disclosed in 
page 5, last line - page 6, first line. 

Claim 6 is for computer system performs the method of claim 14, and is rejected under 
the same rationale. 

9. Claims 7, 10, 15, 18, 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over D'Arlach et aL, US 6,026,433, patented 02/15/2000, in view of Bernardo et al., US 
6,684,369 Bl, filed 1998. 

Regarding claim 15, which is dependent on claim 11, D'Arlach does not explicitly teach 
transmitting an email if the data describing the web page element stored in the database has been 
changed. 

Bernardo teaches transmitting an email to approver after a web page is created/edited 
(Bernardo, col.8, lines 15-27; col.9, lines 23-30; colli, lines 2-7; col.23, lines 14-35). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Bernardo's notifying module into D'Arlach's creating 
web site system to provide a collaborating system for creating web site that includes notifying 
module for emailing approvers when the web page created/edited, the combination would have 
facilitated the creation of web pages by "permitting collaboration and distributed authoring" as 
Bernardo disclosed in col.4, lines 13-17. 
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Regarding claim 18 5 which is dependent on claim 1 1, D'Arlach does not explicitly teach 
the limitation of claim 18. 

Bernardo provides a tool for creating a web site using template on the Internet (Bernardo, 
col.2, lines 43 - col.3, lines 13) wherein the at least one user comprises at least two users, 
wherein the plurality of web page elements comprises a first set of web page elements and a 
second of web page elements (Bernardo, col.3, line 39 - col.4, line 17; col.7, lines 49-67; 
authorized content creators are prompted by the tool to select features and options desired for the 
web site), and wherein the method further comprises: 

- permitting a first of the at least two users to redefine the first set of web page 
elements, but not the second set of web page elements (Bernardo, col. 13, lines 18-32; 
col.2 1, line 60 - col.22, line 9; a user edits/creates specific area in the web site based 
on user's privilege); and 

- permitting a second of the at least two users to redefine the second set of web page 
elements, but not the firs set of web page elements (Bernardo, col. 13, lines 18-32; 
col.2 1, line 60 - col.22, line 9; a user edits/creates specific area in the web site based 
on user's privilege). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Bernardo's teaching into D'Arlach's system to provide a 
collaborating system for creating web site that includes dynamic information, since the 
combination would have facilitated the creation of dynamic web pages by "permitting 
collaboration and distributed authoring" as Bernardo disclosed in col.4, lines 13-17. 



Application/Control Number: 09/785,747 
Art Unit: 2178 



Page 10 



Regarding claim 23, which is dependent on claim 22, D'Alarch does not explicitly teach 
wherein the template web page further comprises one or more non-selectable template web page 
elements. 

Bernardo teaches a template web page comprises one or more non-selectable template 
web page elements (Bernardo, col.13, lines 18-32; col.21, line 60 - col.22, line 9; a user cannot 
edits/creates specific area in the web site if the user's privilege is not assigned to that area). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Bernardo's teaching into D'Arlach's teaching for 
"facilitating the creation of web pages by permitting collaboration and distributed authoring" as 
Bernardo disclosed in col.4, lines 13-17. 

Claims 7 and 10 are for computer systems perform the method of claims 15 and 18 
respectively, and are rejected under the same rationale. 

10. Claims 8-9, 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
D'Arlach et al., US 6,026,433, patented 02/15/2000, in view of Ferguson, US 5,649,186, 
patented 1997. 

Regarding claim 16, which is dependent on claim 11, D'Arlach does not explicitly teach 
the limitations of claim 16. 

Ferguson teaches news feeding process comprising the steps of: 
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- receiving an unprompted data transmission (Ferguson, col. 5, lines 15-24; receiving an 
incoming documents via email); 

in response to reception of the unprompted data transmission, drawing data from the 
unprompted data transmission (Ferguson, col.5, lines 15-24; in response to reception 
of incoming documents via in the email, parsing and filtering such documents); 

- storing at least a portion the data drawn from the unprompted data transmission in the 
database, thereby redefining at least one web page element (Ferguson, col.5, lines 15- 
24; storing the filtered documents for inclusion in an updated user's web page). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined Ferguson's data feeding process into D'Arlach's web site 
creating system to publish dynamic web page, since the combination would have allowed the 
system automatically stored dynamic information and "making them available for possible 
inclusion in an en-user's page" as Ferguson disclosed in col.l, lines 51-53 and col.5, lines 21-22. 

Regarding claim 17, which is dependent on claim 16, teaches receiving an unprompted 
data transmission comprises receiving an email (Ferguson, col.5, lines 15-24). 

Claims 8-9 are for computer systems perform the method of claims 16-17 respectively, 
and are rejected under the same rationale. 



Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
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disclosure. 

Nazem et al., US 5,983,227, filed 1997, teaches dynamic page generator. 

Marcos et al., US 6,429,880, priority filed 1997, teaches method for binding user 
interface objects to application objects. 

Banerjee et al., US 6,795,830 Bl, priority filed 09/2000, teaches technique for providing 
off-host storage for database application. 

Jois et al., US 6,1 12, 242, filed 1996, teaches method for dynamic data interaction in 
hypertext data processing system. 

Freishtat et al, US 5,945,989, filed 1997, teaches method for adding and altering content 
on web sites. 

Rand et al, US 2004/0080528, priority filed 12/2000, teaches method for presenting 
interactive programs over the Internet. 

Plantz et al., US 6,088,702, filed 1998, teaches group publishing system. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thu V Huynh whose telephone number is (571) 272-4126. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen S Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



TVH 

February 11,2005 



' STEPHEN HONG 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




